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This is a decision on the petition (renewed) filed on 2 August, 2007, expressly for waiver under 
37 C.F.R. §1.183, of provisions of 37 C.F.R. §3.81(b) to correct the name of the assignee on the 
front page of the above-identified patent by way of a certificate of correction under 37 C.F.R. 
§1.323. 

The Office regrets the delay in addressing this matter, however, the instant petition was provided 
to the attorneys in the Office of Petitions only on this writing. 



The request is GRANTED upon the instant showing of the recordation of the assignment(s) (an 
Office review indicates) on 3 February, 2004, recordation at Reel/Frame 014303/0365. 
(Petitioner is reminded that in any future petition in this vein, this data should be provided.) 

Petitioner requests issuance of a certificate of correction in the name of "Hitachi Global Storage 
Technologies Netherlands B.V., Amsterdam, (NL)" of the substance and in the form of that 
submitted therewith. 

The Certificates of Correction Branch will be notified of this decision granting the petition under 
37 C.F.R. §3.8 1(b) and directing issuance of the requested Certificate of Correction. 

Inquiries regarding the issuance of a certificate of correction should be directed to the Certificate 
of Correction Branch at (571) 272-4200. 



Patent No. 6,954,327 
Application No. 1 0/675,734 



While telephone inquiries regarding this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 
272-3214, it is noted that all practice before the Office is in writing (see: 37 C.F.R. §1 .2 1 ) and the 
proper authority for action on any matter in this regard are the statutes (35 U.S.C.l regulations 
(37 C.F.R.) and the commentary on policy (MPEP). Therefore, no telephone discussion may be 
controlling or considered authority for Petitioner's action(s) . 



John J. Gillon, Jr. 
Senior Attorney 
Office of Petitions 



The regulations at 37 C.F.R. § 1 .2 provide: 
§1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

All business with the Patent and Trademark Office should be transacted in writing.The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or 
agents at the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the 
written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation^ understanding in relation to which there is 
disagreement or doubt. 




